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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-7, 9-13, and 15-21 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-4, 7, 9-10, 13, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being 
unpatentable over Sarukkai (U.S. Patent 6,571,288 B1) in view of Smocha et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,694.288 B2). 

4. Sarukkai and Smocha were cited in the last office action. 

5. As to claims 1 , 7 and 13, Saurakkai teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed including: An automated method of managing server network computing 
resources having a workload (abstract; Fig. 2), the method comprising: 

Providing resource data collectors for collecting data regarding performance of 
the server network computing resources, in accordance with workload (abstract, lines 9- 
10; coL 3, lines 7-9); 
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Developing a forecast of utilization of the server network computing resources, 
based on historical performance data (col. 4, lines 25-29); 

Collecting real-time performance data regarding the network computing 
resources running under the workload (col. 3, lines 7-8; col, 4, lines 29-30); 

Analyzing the real-time performance data and the forecast to identify a critical 
server network computing resource (col. 4, lines 29-32 and lines 42-45). 

automatically adjusting a capacity of the resource to provide steady-state 
performance of said resource under said workload (col. 2, lines 19-53; col. 4, lines 42- 
45). 



6. Sarukkai does not explicitly teach collecting performance of the server in 
accordance with the type of workload. However, Smocha teaches collecting 
performance of the server in accordance with the type of workload (col. 16, lines 55-59). 

7. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Sarukkai and Smocha because 
Smocha's type of workload would improve the efficiency of Sarukkai' s system by 
providing the type of workload to allow user oversee the load testing to configure the 
operation of each load server including the type for each load server to simulate, as well 
a the timing of the load testing. 
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8. As to claims 3, 9 and 15, Sarukkai teaches setting threshold values for said 
performance data and identifying the resource in accordance with the threshold values 
(col. 6, lines 23-26). 

9. As to claims 4, 10 and 16, Smocha teaches: 

Notifying a user of the computing resources when the critical resource is a 
hardware resource (col.1, lines 60-65); and 

Notifying the user when the capacity of said hardware resource is adjusted (col. 
12, lines 10-28). 

10. Claims 5-6, 11-12, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being 
unpatentable over Sarukkai (U.S. Patent 6,571,288 B1) in view of Smocha et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,694,288 B2), as applied as claims 1 , 7 and 13 above, and further in view of 
Delucal et al (U.S. Patent 5,848,270). 

1 1 . Delucal was cited in the last office action. 

12. As to claims 5, 1 1 and 17, Sarukkai and Smocha do not explicitly teach providing 
additional hardware resources available to, but unused by, the server network 
computing resources. However, Delucal teaches providing additional hardware 
resources available to, but unused by, the server network computing resources (col. 11, 
lines 15-19). 
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1 3. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Sarukkai, Smocha and Delucal because 
Delucal's additional hardware resources available to, but unused by, the server network 
computing resources would increase the performance of Sarukkai and Smocha's 
system by providing CPUs, computer memory and computer disk storage to improve 
the performance of Sarukkai and Smocha's system by providing additional hardware 
resources available to, but unused by, the server network computing resources to 
elimates the significant cost and time investment to be built and tested in order to 
determine mass storage requirement. 

14. As to claims 6, 12, and 18- 21 Delucal teaches the additional hardware resources 
are selected from the group consisting of CPUs, computer memory and computer disk 
storage (col. 11, lines 15-19). 

Response to the argument 

1 5. Applicant arguments filed on 3/23/05 had been considered but they are not 
persuasive. In the remarks applicant argued (1) " there is no disclosure or suggestion by 
Sarukkai to automatically adjust a capacity of the server network computing resource. 
Such capacity may include, for example, a central processing unit (CPU) 
microprocessor, computer memory, storage, or other hardware resource". (2) "Smocha 
does not disclose identifying the server network computing resource" (3) There is no 
disclosure or sugguestion in Smocha that this refers to a server network computing 
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hardware resource, or notification to the user when the capacity of the hardware 
resource is adjusted". (4) " The portion of Deluca cited by the examiner merely 
compares specifications of a modeled server system to existing server system. No 
actual additional unused but available hardware resources are provided to a server by 
Deluca" 

16. Examiner respectfully traverses Applicant's remarks: 

As to point (1), Sarukkai teaches adding one or more processing capacity to the host 
(col. 2, lines 19-53). Such capacity may include, for example, a central processing unit 
(CPU) microprocessor, computer memory, storage, or other hardware resource is not 
disclose in claim language. 

As to point (2), Sarukkai teaches measuring the predetermined parameter for the 
selected server base the running of the workload set. In order to select server, 
identifying step has to be perform before selecting step (col. 6, lines 23-26). 

As to point (3), Sarukkai teaches after the correlation analysis is performed, which 
include the step of reconfiguring the server; results may be display to user (col. 12, lines 
10-28). 

As to point (4), Deluca teaches the type and number of CPU present in the existing 
server system, the operating system of CPU, the available memory, and the mass 
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storage capacity for each of the existing server systems (col. 1 1 , lines 16-19). The 
available memory mean that the memory that unused by system 

17. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Camquy Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3773. The examiner can normally be reached on SAM - 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3756. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov> . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIP system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97(toll-free). 
Camquy Truong 

January 26, 2006 a 
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